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of it, & the conſent of choſe people vwhich repaire unto him for infirution; By 


it is lavyfull till co have communion vvith bim. All this he acknowledgeth 
(though not in ſo plaine a miner as ingenuous dealing requireth ) in 
calling of it privat. | 
This grant of M.R. is of no ſmall moment in the conſequence of 
it. For by vertue therof,thoſe of his minde, may bee preſent ar ma- 
ny ſermons in England upon occaſion , not onely to the ſpiritual 
comfort 8 zdification of their ſoules-, but alſo ts the avoyding of 
much danger & damage in their outward eſtate; -For of this kinde 
area multicude of religious exerciſes ordinarilie performed by (tu- 
dents in the colledges of both the univerſities , whoe are wonte in 
their colledge chappelsto make trial of their giftes though they be 
not ordeyned minilters ; & not onely there, but in ſuch aſſemblies of 
the countrie as they haue oportunitie. Some alſo haue been knowen 
to continue long, even for 2o yeeres together , in preaching by no 
other warrant then this:as by name, M. Flood of Northampton , 8 
M, Marburie.By the ſame reaſon it will follow alſo (as by & by wee 
ſhall ſee)that communion may bee had in the like ations of thoſe 
which have further authoritie 2 for this communion is of publick 
_ & a church a&ion,6c ſo for ſubſtance,of one reaſon with the 
ot er, 
That this doeth follow upon the former grant,if ſo bee that ſuch 
excrCiſes of religion beepublick ations, M.R. doeth well under- 
Kand:8& therforeto avoyd that which he is loth to acknowledge,he 
denieth ſuch actions to bee of publick nature, Tothis purpoſe he in- 
ſinuateth 2 reaſons. x. Becaus 4 privat ation may bee performed in a pus 
blick place, as 4 publick may in a privat:and 2 becauſe no ation is publick, 
that is not Rom by publick calling or authoritie. The former of 
 whichT willingly grant : and therfore made no ſuch mention of the 
place,as if it were of it ſelf ſufficient to make theſe exerciſes publick. 
The ſecondIT doe flatly denic until I ſee that reaſon which (as he ſayth 
without w7 further proofe) doeth of it ſelf teach it, For this purpoſe 
he willeth the reader to ſee Mr, Perkins in treatiſe of chriſtian equity; 
where nothing is to be found that perteyneth unto this purpoſe.For 
there Mr. P. ſpeaketh onely of ſuch publick aciss,as are uſually cal- 
led ations of layy,wherin publick juſtice is quxzſtioned,the mit gation 
whereo 
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 wherofperteyneth unto that chriſtian equitie which there is hand - 
led:ſuch as execution of penall itatutes,ſuing of bondes , taking tor- 
feicures 6 fines are, If he would know Mr. Perkins his judgeineng 
abont this point , let him ſee to che purpoſe his treatile ot divine or 
religious worſhip(the thing that now is in hand) where he ſhall find 
this deſcription,chusch ſervict is that vyhich is perfarmed-publickly in the 
congregation of the people of God, Bnt leaving his teltimonie , let us 
ſearch a litle after: that reaſun which Maitter Robinſon telleth fo 
us will teach us what actions are publick. Publick is as _— R: 
much as peoplelick becauſe that which is not reſtreined unto one or a , "1 & 
few , but extended as commune to a people eyther civill or eccleſia- For ol q 
ſticall , that is peoplelick or publick. Thus ſome actions doen firit in 
hems , and after — to the knowledge of the people, 
ecome therby publick ſcandals , though the actors of them haue no 
-publick calling or authoritie for doeing of them, Much more , are 
thoſe ations to bee elteemed publick, which are performed in a pu- 
blick place , extending to the preſent knowledge'or ule of the peo- 
ple,8& ſointeded, whether they bee good vr evil in which reſpect no 
mi ci deniethe prophecies of Zedekiach & other lis fellowesz Cro. 
18.to have bees publick as that of Michaia,though he onely & not 
they had lawfull calling or authoritie for that action. Thoſe exerciſes 
of religion which are ordinarily uſed in the ſeperat afſemblies,called 
prophecijngs , wherein prayers arc offered up in the name of all the - 
people,& the word.interpreted unto all , they are I think eltcemed *F 
1 


publick by them ſelvegſureIT am they are ſo, however they bee eitee- 
med : yet the actors in thoſe buſineſſes haveno ſp2cial ſet calling or 
authoritie for that they doe.In the time of V Vicklifte , when many 
that receyved light of truth from him did upon al occaſions paublith 
the ſame unto others eyther in churches or churchyards , or elſein 
markets,faires,& ſuch like open alſemblies,though they did it with- 
' out licence of the ordinaries , or other ſufficient authoritie of that 
kinde,yet they areſayd to preach puvlikely. Ic is the phraze of King Ric 
hards letters againſt them,as is to bee ſeene in M. foxe,p. 406. Like 
9 is uſed in like caſe, by all that write or ſpcake therof, So that 
oth by reaſon & cuſtome, 6 all good rule of ſpeech , it is manifeſt, 


that theſe exerciſes of religion which M, R. grantethlawfull arepu- 
| A 3 blick, 


— 


6 | eA ſecond Mannduttion | 


blick ations : and fo, that not onely privat', but alſo publick com- _ 
munion is by his owne confeſſion , lawfull inthepariſh aſſemblies _ 
of England. | | 
Hus farr then wee have Mr. R. confenting.Now at the third de- 
"NU rnas hee maketh a ſtad:but with ſuch oppoliti6- as will not ſtand. 
The demand was ofthe ſame mi,whoe formerly did lawfully preach. 
in a publick afſemblie,if hee ſhould obteyne alicence from the L.By- 
ſhop of the diocefſe , withont any unlaw full condition for to.conti- 
nue in that his courſe, whether that leave or licence given doeth pot- 
lute the aftions, Reing a man may aſk leave of the great Turk,to 
preach the goſpell within his dominions?His anſwer is. , that che very 
obteyning & receyving ' of ſuch a licence is unlavyfull:becanſe it is a reall ac- 
knovvledgement , that ſuch a Byſ hop bath alavyſull poyver to grant it. 
Which is neyther ſo nor ſo:for. x. The aſking 8 receyving of leave 
orlicence(which are both one)doeth not allways implie an acknow- 
ledgement of his lawful authoritie from whome it is fought. If any 
man of viulence ſhall uſurpe a power to him ſelf , of permitting or 
hindering the lawful 8 good offices that pertaine unto honeſt men, 
ſo that without his licence a man could not buy or ſell , or teach any 
ſcience or trade of life;if an honeſt man whome theſe duties concer- 
nc , ſhould in that caſe take a licence from that uſurper(thovgh hee 
were no better then a ſtrong theif)no reaſonable man will-ſay , that 
inſo doeing he did acknowledge ſuch uſurped power lawful.The ru- 
Icrs oflewiſh ſynagoges had no lawfull power over the Apoſtles of 
Chriſt in any part of their miniſterie , neyther would Paul ever ac- 
knowledge ſo much : yet hee & Barnabas accepted of ſuch licence 
or leave | them ſometime as they did uſually grant unto thoſe 
that acknowledged them ſelves lawfully ſubje& to their authoritie, 
Sec an example at. 13. 15. Mr. R. him ſelf hath granted in the firſt 
demand that a man may preach by leave in a parochiall aſſemblie: 
which leave muſt bee given by the parochiall miniſter & church- 
wardens,whoſe authoritie hee holdeth one with the Biſhops .If ther- 
fore leave or licence(whether in word or writing , that is all one) 
may be lawfully taken from them , without acknowledging any au- 
thoritie Jawfull which is unlawfull , why not from the Bythop? 2. 
There is ſome authoritie in the Biſhops derived from the king which 
may 
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mey bee acknowledged lawfull:Such is this of giving licence, liber- 
tie 8 civill authoritie for men to doe good. The civill magiltrat may 
doe jt him ſelf, or appoint others to docit 2 chro. 27.7. The abuſe of 
this authoritie doeth not make it.unlawfull, | 

But Iohir Claydon ( fayth Mr. R..) 4 martyr of Chriſt yvas othervviſe 
minded , vyhen he vvicneſſed , chat the Byſhops licence to preach the vyord 
'of God vpas the true charaFer of thebeaft. Which teftimonie is found 
in deedin the'book of martyrs, p. 588. But 1. Itis not Iohn Clei- 
dons , but found in a book' wherof hee was the owner but nor che 
author:for hee could neyther write nor read.2. Whoſoever was the 
author,the meaning was , that in regard of the conditions required 
by thofe ops , '& the'perſons that uſually obteyned their appro- 
bation , ' Fcences might'be helde as-a note of onethar followed the 
beaſt ofRome:though thoſe conditions beeing removed, ther was 
no ſuch wickedneſſe'in the bare licence, This meaning may bee ga+ 
thered ont of the ariſwer 6of William Thorp, whoe may probablic be 
padged theauthor ofthar treatiſe wherin this eeſtimonie was found, 
For concernirlg the Byſhops liccce, hee rendereth aiuſt reaſon why 
the godly preachers in thoſe days 'did not ſecke them p. 492. In this 
His ſpeachtothe archbyſhop.' Sir, as couching yourletters of licence , or® 
other Byſ hops , vyhich yee ſay pyeeſhould have vo vvitneſſe that vvee vyere 
able to bee ſent for to'preach : vwee knovy wvel that neyther youy ſir, nor any 
other Byſhop hors land jyvillgranc eo-us any ſuch lecters of licence , but if 
pee ſhould obtige w to yorr, & to other Byſhops by unlavyfull othes , not ro _ 
paſſe the bounds & ternees vyhich yee ſir yvith other Byſhops vvil limit to w. 
Aud fince in this "matter your termes 'bee ſome toolarge & ſome too ſtrait: 
pres dare not oblige us thus to bee bounde to you for to keepe' the termes 
which youy vyill limit xxx youy doe to friers & ſuch other preacbers. 

3. If one good martyr ont of zeal had/given that teſtimonie in 
ſuch a fenſe as Mr.R; wil have itnderſtood in,yet the generall con- 
fent of almoft(if nor.abſolurely)althe'other martyrs beeing otherwi- 
ſe,as is wel knowen to ſuch as' have read their ttories, this one of it 
ſelf could work no-great prajudice. 

This for the anſwer dire&ly applied-unto the demand. Vntothe 
comparative reaſon annexed , that aman may aſ'k:leaue of the great 
Turk topreach'che goſpellwithin his dominions , he oppoſeth 2 


things, 


p_y 5 - 


F: | A ſecond Manuduttion 


: / 
things. x. Adifference betwixt leave & licence , that to aſkleaue is to 


deſire one not to binder him : but to obrteine a licence of the Byſhop , is to © 


obteine publique authoritic of the publique officer , & according to the pu+ 
bligue lavves of the church , to exerciſe a publique miniſterie, *2.' That the 
great Turk is a layyfull civill magiſtrat vvith y»hoſe civill authoritie it is 
lary full ro partake: But ſo is not the Byſhop a lavy full eccleſiaſticall officer, 
pyith yrhoſe ſpiritual inriſdifion gods ſervants may communicate. In all 
which ther is not one found fentence. For x. What difference ſoever 
he may imagine betwixtleaveS& licence, my meaning was,that it was 
lawfullto obteine alicence of the Turk for to-preach the goſpell in 
his Dominions, 

2. Leave from one that is in anthoritie,ſo as he that hath it ſhalbs 
hindered of none ſubjeC&t unto that authoritic,is a licece with autho» 
ritie.So that the difference betwixt leave & licence , inſinuated by him 
muſt conſiſt onely in the greatſound of the word publique fo ofts res 
peated in vaine,publique authoritie,publique officer,publique lavyes, pu- 
blique minifterie: Which how idle it is, hath formerly been ſhewed, z. 
He that hath a Byſhops licence & orders too , hathno ſuch authori- 
tie aftuall conferred upon him therby-, but that hee may bee hinde- 
red many ways,even by thoſe that are ſubie& unto the Byſhop,from, 
ever exerciling that wherto he hath licence fo that in this reſpe&, 
ther ſcemethnot ſo much as full &perfe& leave to. bee conteyned 
in a Byſhops licence. 4-That the Turk is a lawful magiſtrat,jt would 
. trouble Mr.R. to prove. 5. The Byſhop hath ſome juriſdiction exer- 
ciſed about ſpiritual cauſes,which may lawfully bee communicated 
with, 6. Andlaſtly,though all this were ſo as Mr.R.ſayth , that it 
were unlawfull for to ſeek or take ſuch a licence of a Byſhop , yet it 
doeth not follow , but it might be lawfull co communicat with him 
that hath taken it:eſpecially ſeeing it was lawful before,and the man 
doeth 6 hath —_ that he did or had before,onely with this dif- 
ference, that he docth that with licence of the Byſhop which he did 
before with his connivence. So that this demand remaineth unan- 
ſwered : which was not made of the getting of licence,but of com- 
municating with him that had gotten one. 

Which communion can be no more unlawfull , then that which 


ſchollers haue with a ſchoolmaiſter, who hath takE a Biſbops licece 
(accor- 
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(according as many are urged to doe)from the ſame Biſhop : or.that 
which ſubicCts haue had with their lawfull king ſometime when he 


was crowned or ſet up by tbe Pope, 


forme of admiſsion which is called orders of the dioceſan; 

not knowing any evill in it,whether ſuch a fault , if it bee a 
fault,doeth pollute that communion with him which other- 

wiſe is lawfull ? that it docth not.Mr. R. ſeemeth ro witneſle in his 
former treatiſe p., 5. For this he referreth the reader unto that an- 
ſwer which he gave to the former demand : and ſo doe I to the refu- 
tati6 of it. Wheras he addeth,that his teſtimonic is milaplied, becauſe 
his meaning'{was, that a hemaine infirmitie about an extcrnall ordi- 
nance doeth not hinder from conamunion in actions performed 
meerely by perſonall grace ;Ianſwer , that itis poſsible for a man 
which hath ſuch orders, to performe the ations of prayer & preac- 
hing even in a publick place , meerly by vertue of the perſonal grace 
& gifts which God hath endued him with all, Eſpecially this man of 
whom heere we ſpeak , whoyet hath no ſpeciall ſtate or reference 
by office unto thoſe that communicate. with him in the word & 
rayer. The reaſon therfore'is one and the ſame , in this caſe, & thar 


which Mr.R. fpeaketh of. 


T* 4. Demand was —_—_— a man that hath taken that 5,+; 


ſen by ſome afſembly wherin there are many fearing God 
apparently,he raketh a pattoral charge of thcm , hauing the 
Byſhops & patrons admiſsion,bat cheifly grounding his cal- 

ling upon the peoples choyſe. , andthat he doe nothing but the ſame 
he did before , beſides the adminiſtration of the ſacraments to ſuch 
as are in charitie & diſcretion 'to bee eſteemed worthy , what hinde- 
reth from commnnion heer ? To this a fourfould anſwer is given in 
ſhew,though none in deed. x. Hee deaicth an aſſeribly gathered & con- 
ſifting of many fearing God , & many vrithout the fear of God , to bee 4 
lavy full church aſſemblie , hauing right in communion to call & enjoy a Pa» 
ftor.But the queſtion was made of an ailembly wherin are _— 4 . 
19 GOA, 


ring God apparently,-without his ſupplic of many not feari 
| B though 


| T * fift quzſtion was of a man that being deſired , Ec ſo cho- ge, ,, 


_y * 


» 10 A ſecond Manuduftion : 


though with themther may be mingled ſome which give not ſuch 
apparent evidence of Gad: grace to be in th2.n,but rather preſump- 
tions of the contrarie. Will Mr.R,denie the title of a true church un- 
to all aiſemblies that haue ſoinz ſuch a.nongeit them ? then mult hee 
condemne molt rathly not onzly a malcicude of prae.cnt churches 
(Dutch 8 Frech)but thoſe of Corinth,Galatia,Pergamus, Thyatira, 
Sardis,8 Laolicea alſo,of which the Apoltles 8 Chriſt him ſelf ga- 
ve other judgement.2.He telleth us,rthat none can truely take a paſtoral 
charge in the Pariſh aſſemblies: becauſe he cannot governe or rule the flock, 
But ficit,a man may truely take upon him that which he cannot fully 
& in every part performe or fallfll , deſiring & —_— farr 
as his knowledge & abilitie extendeth. Otherwiſe,no high Preilt in 
Iſrael from the time of Salomon unto the time of Hezekia did truely 
take upon them the charge of a high preitt : becauſe none did cele- 
brat the paiſouer which was a principall ſacrament , in ſuch ſort as 
was writte.2.Cron. 30.5.26, Nor keepe the feaſt of tabernacles in a 
far 16ger time. Nehem.8.17.Nordid any king al that time truly take |. 
upon him the charge or office ofa king : becauſe none did reforme Þ- 
things as he ought. If any difference bee,their finne was greater, ' 
that might haue doe their duty & would not, then theirs that would 
& cannot. Secondly,the meere want of performing one part of the 
charge:, doeth not hinder but thata man may well communicat 'in _ 
the other parts,which are well undertaken 8 diſcharged alſo. z. He 
addeth,ehar the church ofEnglad acknovvledgeth no ſach calling as is chei- 
ly grounded on the peoples choyce.Such private intendimers & underhand 
profeſſions of particular perſons in ſecret, are cloaks of- ſhame & craftineſ- 
ſeilike unto diſguiſed familiſme. And if any minifterie bee ſo grovnded, it is 
not the miniſter ie of the church of England. | But what that church of 
England alloweth which he under{tandeth by this title,it maketh no- 
thing to the quzſtion. It is enough if ſuch a calling bee in ſome aſ- 
ſemblies of England. Yet for a miniſter tollay the cheif ground of his 
calling upon the peoples choice , ſo that he haue withall thoſe for- 
mallities required , I know nolaw in England that doeth forbid or 
diſallow it. Ther is therfore no neceſsitie for him that doeth fo, to 
ſpeak of itin ſecret onely : hee may profeſle it in the pulpit, as many 
haue been knowen to doe , & yet bee a miniſter of a church Babb: 
WEE. >, {he 
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ſhed by the law of England. Neyther is that after confent by accep- 
tance 8& ſubmiſſion which Mr. R. ſpeaketh of ſo ſlight a matter for 
this purpoſe as he would make it, For as in wedlock, the after con- 
ſent of parents or parties doeth often make that a lawtfull itate of 
mariage which before 8 without thar was non«.:& 1 governement, 
acceptance 6 ſubmiſsion doeth wake him a king which before was 
a tyrant , though in their nature cheſe actions bee rather conſequen- 
ces then cauſes of that cJlling,ſois-it betwixt minilter & people. All 
the wind that he ſpendeth therfore in this anſwer,is but a venting of 
his prajudiciall paſsions, The quzition it ſclfhe ſecretly granteth, in 
making a minitterie paodinkr th on the peoples choyce to bee no mi- 
niſterie of chechurch of England : intiuuating therby,that with ſuch 
a minilterie he cannot ſay but communion is lawfull.Now that ther 
is ſuch a miniſterie to be found in-England, as it is manifeſt in diver- 
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ſe places,ſohe him ſelfdoethas much as witneſſeit in the next page, p,, BT; 


where he affirmeth that in ſundry;places the people are ready to ſuf- 
fer perſecution with their minifters, For if the lifting up of a hand 
in toke-of conſent be a chooſing ,a coſent declared by ſuch fruights 
muſt-needes implie no:lefe. 
4. He excepteth againit baptizing of all -infants.borne in the Pa- 

riſh. But(to abſteine from by controverſies)it ſhall ſuffice for that, 
that other churches doe extend the uſe of that ſacrament to as great 
lIargenes as Englanddoeth , with whome not withſtanding Mr, R. 

wil not denie all communion publick, : 

The 6 quzeition-was of a deprived & filenccd miniſter,why a-man 

ſhould not hear him whenihe preacheth ? Mr. R. after a cenſorious 

note or twopaſſed upon fuch minitters,giveth:for anfwer ,that ſuch a 

man remayning ſtill a miniſter of the church of England , &-preaching by 
thar calling, cannot bee communicated.vvith, vyithout ſubmiſſion. unto and 
npholding of che prelats antichriftian authoritie , vv hich4u that vrork hee 
'exerciſeth. Whichis a conceyt palt commune apprehenfion.,Fhat hee 

which by the prelat,the prelats.cannons, & all chat his-authoritie can 
make,is forbidden topreach , oftentimes excommunicated alſo by 
him,and allthis for witneſsing againft his uſurped authoritie!, ſhould 
in performing:thatduty', which alſo he did lawfally,hefore he recey- 


ved any commiſsion from-any prelat ,not onely exerciſe the prelats 
| B 2 authorities 
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authoritie, but ſo exerciſe it, that no chriſtian man may bee preſent 
therat, without actuall ſaubmiſsion to antichriſtian-power.L can ſay no 
more , but let him that readeth give judgement, 

Tothe7 & laſt dzmanJ, which was of one that thorough infirmt- 
tic admitteth of ſome corruptions in the exerciſe of his miniſterie, 
he anſwereth nothing of momet, but what was. examined before,& 
therfore necd not a ſeveral triall. 


forcſayd quzres. Wherin alſo thoſe barrs are now removed . 

which were by Mr. R. oppoſed before in generall, & now 

as wee haue ſeen , particularly applied. Yet further ſome 
what to purſue the matter, it may bee a defenſe of that which is ſayd 
allready. Theprincipall 8 in deed the onely ground of oppoſition 
was layd by him in this , chat ſuch a Pariſhionall miniſter is a branch of 
the prelacie,4s rec-y»ing poyver from it , by vyhich ie doeth adminiſter, 
My anſwer was by deniall, with this diſtinCtion , that a pariſhionall 
miniſter as I formerly deſcribed had power of righe unto his mini- 
{tery before ever he had todoe with the prelat, though a power of 
external legall abilitie , he may bee ſayd to receyve from the prelat:/in 
part, When I ſayd he had nothing to doe with the prelat before he 
had gotten right,my meaning was , that he had not to do about that 
paftorall charge. 

Yet wee may ſuppoſe him alſo not to haue proceeded by fuch de- 
grees as were formerly for argumet ſake ſet in ranke,but firſt to have 
dealt with the people or been dealt with by them , having never ſeen 
any prelat in all his life,or as good as not ſeen him. To come then to 
the poynt,his anſwer is,that no parifh aſſemblies haue poyver of right 
to chooſe their miniſters, Wheras on the contrarie it is moſt evident 
that eyery congregatis of chriſtians hath right unto this thing from 
Chriſt him ſelf ſo inſeparablie annexed unto it, that no externall op» 
preſsion by others, or abuſe of their owne ci poſsiblie deprive them 
of this right,ſo long as they remaine a chriſtian afſemblie or congre- 


Ter much for maintenance of the arguments implied in the 


ug gt ng they bee in externall bondage , & that in ſome ſenſe 


pirituall , yet no matter of fad can take away right,while they abide 
Juch as Chriſt hath given that right unto. 
| | The 
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The who! caſe may be cleared in this example,two ſingle perſons a 
gree on mariage betwixt themſelves,with allowance of. parents , & 

aue by vertue of that cotract, mutual righ: one in other,yetthe lawes 
of the place where they live hauing ordered that none ſhall beheld 
for married perſons without certain formes which they appoint, 
bhcy have nor external [egall poyver or libertie one in the other, before 
fuch rites be performed.Even ſo itandes the matter betwix:t miniſter 
& people inEnglad,they agrecing or cotracting berwixt them ſelves 
have right one in other:but externall legall power or libertie they 
mult receyvefrom others. Another example alſoT would haue con- 
ſidered , the emperor ſometime was fo ſubieCt unto th2 pope that he 
had notliberty of emperiall rule untill he receyved his crowne from 
Rome:yet was the emperor then no proper part of the papacie, nor 
did he take his right from the pope , neyther did thoſe that ſubmitted 
unto him , therin communicat with the popes authoritie. Sois this 
m hand, If Mr.R. will ſhutt his eyes againſt the light I cannot make 
him ſee the differencethat is betwixt theſe twopowers, 


obſerved , wkich ſhew that the power of preaching which 

miniſters in England doe exerciſe profeſsing that to be 

their main office , isnot properly apart ofthe prelats po- 
wer.The firſt was , that the office cf the prelats is founded on their 
uſurpation of the churches rights in calling of officers & cenſuring 
of offenders:power therfore of preaching can bee no part of it, To 
which firlt he anſwereth , that char yyhichI admitt in his affirmation 
bath enough in it to ouerthrovy my conſequence : for if it belong to the pre- 
lats ro cal miniſters & that in calling them they giue the povvyer &' authort- 
tie to preach,then it folloyverb undeniablie,that thoſe miniſters thus preoc- 
bing ,doe therein exerciſe the prelats poyyer. Andif unto this bee added 
fuch an zſtimation of all the eccleſialticall (tate in Englandas he c6- 
ceyteth,8 would have others to take for granted , then he ſaythall 
wil follow that he defires.Onely he difliketh,that diligent preaching 
ſhould be accounted rhe miniſters mayn office:becauſe that inabſtract- 
ed notions,it is rather a work then an office , & ſuch a work as may 


bee performed by Apoſtles,or others that are no paſtors,6 therfore 
| B 3 as. 


() VeofMr.R. his owne grounds there were certain aſfertions $e-6. + | 
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as he full wiſely concludeth , it cannor bee the paſtors office maine or 
mean.Secondly he deſcants upon the word founced,aftirming that men 
may haue povver to doe more then they very thinges upon vrhich their office 
is Ganded &c.But x, A man may take an argument from that which 
he docth not with conſent admit, And ſodid I in uſing his: aflertion 
concerning the Byſhops authoritie in calling of miniſters : never 
granting as former paſſages doe ſufficiently witnefſe;that all autho- 
t itie of calling them reſterh in the prelat. 2. A man miay bee in ſome 
' ſort called by another to exerciſe ſome power which is not his that 
ſo called him. As when a phyſitian is called by the civil magiſtrat or 
by a Biſhop to exerciſe ſuch art as he hath, amog the people that are 
ruled by him. For no manlI think will ſay that ſuch aphxſitian in gi- 
ving of apotion doeth exerciſe a kingly or an epiſcopall power. So 
likewiſe is the caſe of a ſchoolmaiſter ſet in place by a Biſhops licen- 
ce & authoritie:in teaching of grammar , he doeth not exerciſe the 
power of a Byſhop. 3. Though in ſtriqtnes of diftin&tion , an office 
diſlereth,from the vyork of it;yet Mr.R. I hope will give us leave'to 
follow in phraze of ſpeach the cuſtome of ſpeakers & writers,whoe 
doeuſually call that work mens office wherto by office they are ſe- 
_ perated,E(pecially ſeeing the Apoftle Paul himſelf doeth call.the offi- 

ce of a Byſhop a y»yorke. x. tim. z3.z. Andthe work of miniſtrie, a 

miniſterie.Rom. 12.7, Butit ſeemeth he doeth not eſteeme preaching 

any proper work of a paſtors office , becauſe Apoftles 8 others may 

doeit, As if the apoſtles & ordinarie paſtors had not one generall 

office,becauſe they haue not the ſame in ſpeciall ; or that one man 

may not be tied by office unto a work which another alſo harh li- 
bertie by oceaſion to doe without ſuch a ſpeciall office. As if it were 

_=_ a deacons office to diſtribute untothe poore, becaus others may 

oeſo. 

4. His {tri& acception of the work founded ci neyther ſtad-with his 
other interpretation of the word officenor withthat ſentence wher- 
to ir belongeth.For a prelatsoffice or ſtate is in nature betore that u- 
ſurpation he ſpeaketh of,6c not founded upon it. Neyther is the quz- 
ſtion, whether prelats haue power to preachorno, nor-yet whether 
that be inthe ſtricteſt ſenſe a foundation of their office , burwhether 
their office, docth ſo conteynethat as a part.gf it,as that, wboſoever 

| | preacheth 
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doeth proceed from pafsion ? the force of this argument thus couc- 
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preacheth with in their diocelle , muſt needes execute a part of their 
off.ce or power ? 


— ad, 


was , preaching is no naturall or neceſſarie part of the parochiall 

miniſters office, Concerning this ſentence,Mr.R. complay- 

neth firlt that it wasby me unjultly reproched-, & ſecondly, 
that my inference upon it is ofno force.ReprochitTI did not, but fo 
reprove it as it was worthy : wondering much at the ſhameleflneſſe 
of it. NowT doe much letſe meryeyl at it then I did before : ſeeing 
that which he heere affirmeth of the parochiall miniſter, he doeth as 
boldly affirme of all miniſters & true paſtors,viz : preaching is not the 
paſtors office,cyther main or mean. I doe rather merveyl,that he ſhould 
calt that upon parochiall miniſters for a crime , which he maketh to 
be the caſe of all true paſtors. Yet for the reproofT aled,it was deſer- 
ved.l faye ,it was an intemperat ſpeech, proceeding from an impo- 
tent ſickneffe of mind :that is, an unreaſodable aſſertion ariſing out 
af paſsion or perturbation. My reaſon annexed was , becauſe he can 
find marijng , churching , burijng among the naturall or necefſarie 
parts of this minittrie, things not mentioned in the ordination : but 
cannot find preaching any part,though it be expreſſely meEtioned , & 
that as a.mayn part. Whoe doeth nor ſee , that ſuch partiall dealing 


\ Second aſſertion wherofuſe was made in the manuducion Seer. - 
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hed in that compariſon, Mr.R.obſerving wiltake no knowledge of, 
but frameth another, which he thoughe he could anſwer : and t1mply 
proproundeth my reaſonra:bee, that preaching the word is expreſly 
mentioned in the ordination:& therfore a naturall 8&necetfarie part 
of the parochiall minilters office. 'Though this I neyther ſayd nor f 
meant, yetif it bee rightly underſtood , viz: that preaching of the fi 
wordis mentioned as the principall work to whichhe is ordeyned, f 
the argument is good & found; the objections which Mr. R. hath l 
brought agaiit it ,are but as the raiſing of a lirle dult unto the clea- | 
renes of a ſhining light. It is mentioned alſo in the ordinatiou of a maſ- 
preiſt :But is not mentioned as the cheif work wherunto he is conce- | 
crated:ſacrifizing for quick 8 deadis themaine. Yet according to j | 
| 


the intention of thoſe which firſt framed that forme of ordination, 
it 
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16 A ſecond Manuduftion \ 
itis manifeſtly the office of him thatis ſo ordeyned , to preach the 
word of God.So alſo is miniſtring the diſcipline of Chriſt as theLord hath 


 commanded,expreſly mentioned.So is it alſo a part of his office, though 


he be not now permitted to performe it,according as he ſhould, The 
Biſhop alſo expreſſly bids his ordeyned one,receive the H, Ghoſt : dveth he 
therfore ſo receyve ir?molt rrifling.Is this the quzltion now , whether 
the ordeyned one recey veth every thing that he is bidden receyve?or 
doe thoſe words any ways import an office of ſuch receyving ? The 
greateſt part of the miniſters vvant abilitie of preaching,therfore it cannot 
be a naturall or necearie part of their office. So did the greateſt part of 
the preiſts & levites in the days of Ieremie , & the other prophets: 
was it therfor no naturall or neceſſarie part of their office ? But the. 
publiquelavves doe approve of their inabilitie to preach, by appointing ho- 
milies to be read by them. Itis a publick ſlander to ſay fo , when as in 
the very preface to thoſe homilies , the appointers of them daede- 
.clare,that their intent was not to approve ſuch unſufficiencie,but to 
makeſome kind of ſupplie for that which was wanting in ſuch men 
toward the performance of their office , and that for a time onely, 
while better proviſion might be made. Wherby alſo itis manifeſt, 
that it is not law , butpretenſe & abuſe of law that continnueth ſuch 
blots in ſo many aſſemblies. 

This of the ſpeach reproved:now for the inference deduced ont of 
it. Which was, that if preaching be no naturall part.of ſuch a mini- 
ſters office , then he jn preaching docth not exerciſe any power re- 
ceyved fromthe prelat:neyther doeth he that c6municates with him 
in that action of preaching,therby communicat with him in any cor» 
rupt office of prelacie , or preiſthood receyved fromit, Wherunto 
Mr.R. anſwereth , chat though it bee not a natural & neceſſarie part or 
pyork of his office,yet is it a caſuall & arbitrary pert or vyork,vyhich rvhan 
it is doen , proceedcth from the ſame povver vvith thoſe that are natural, 
that ts,from the authoritie of the prelatt. But whoe doeth not ſee how 
caſuall & arbitrarie the anſwers of this man are ? Sometime Preac- 
hing is no office of the'minilters,neither mainnor mean,as we heard 
betore:ſometime it is a part, butnot naturall or-neceſſaric, And whe- 
redid he learn (I wonder) to diſtinguiſh the parts ofany thing into 
naturall & preternaturall,neceſſaric & caſuall ? that which is _ 

| : natur 
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naturall toa wholl is no part of it, neyther is ther any part which is 
not in ſome degree neceffarie, The ducty of preaching may bee a na- 
turall &neceffarie part of the minilters office: though the work of it 
benot lo neeeflarily urged , as the office doeth require, Thar the 
work allo. is made no more neccfſarie,itarifeth not from the nature 
of the office,but fromthe corruption of the officers. 


A 


was that the roor beeing plucked up , the branch cannot ſurvive: 
for the prelacic being plucked up , rhe parochiall miniſterie 
might itanditil,in al che fubltantiallparts of it:es reaſon wil 


teachany. martthat coniidereth withone paſsion, and experience alſo - 


{howeth in many parts ofGermanie. Therfor the parochial miniſterie 
can beeno proper branch of th2 prelacie.For an{wer heeruntoffirſt, 
— merveyleth that I vrould affirme, the fame parochiall office & 
povver af miniftcrte to nemavne in any churches of Germanie that vv.ts in 
uſe when prelats vnere there in:time of poperie,vyhicb ppas-maſ-preiſthood.” 
But x. It was not affirmed, thatthe-miniſterie there doeth remaine” 
the ſame with that which was there before : but the ſame for ſub- 
ſtance with that which is Englad though we haue prelats & they ha- 
uenone. .Thetruth of which is evident unto all thac have any know- 
ledge ofthe ſtate of thoſe churches. 

2. Ifthe removing of the maſſe & the reference of preiſthood 
unto it,doeth necet{farily.inferr a change of the mini teriall fan@tion , 
(as this anſwer importeth ) why then doth-Mr. R. fo much forget 
himſelf,in affirming that che office of a maſſe preiſt & of a parochial mi- 


niſter is one & the ſame? 


And for the poynt:the reaſons by Mr, R. alledged' (to-prove that. 


the parochial miniſterie cannot {tandiin all the ſubſtantiall parts of it 
if the prelacie be taken away) are ſo frivolous & voyd of ſubſtance,, 
thatif] paſsion & prejudice be taken away,they cannot poſsibly tad. 
x. All the miniſters are made & appoynted by the Biſhops : if ther fore the 
Biſhops be taken avvay,hovy can the miniſters remayne:theſame?take avvay 
the correlative & relation ceaſeth. 

Trew- , the relation ceaſeth , But: is that externall relation 


unto an efficient cauſe any part of the ſubſtance or eſſence = 
C. phe 
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Third aſtertion of Mr, R. applied unto the former purpoſe, , Fe 
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the miniſterie ? I hid thoughe that the ſubſtance Sc eſſence ofa thing 
had conſiltcd in matcer & forme, & not in ſuch externallrelations, 
Mariages are alſy made(as Mr.R. atfirmeth)by Biſhops authoritie: 
take away B.{h5ps therfore & by this reaſon the mariages ſhall not 
remayne the ſain? for ſubſtance which they are now. Licences for 
teaching ſchool S& in many places for practizing of phyſick are gi- 
ven by the Biſhops & their officers : take away the Biſhops,8 may 
not the ſane {choolmalters8&phyſitians yet ſtil remayn(for ſubſtice) 
that were before? Fic upon ſophiſtrie. | 
2. Tae dvvay the prelacie(ſayth Mr. R.)«nd hovy can ſach a mini- 

fterie continue, vyherof one part(viz:ruling)ſhall bee uſurped by the prelat? 
As1f when once that power is taken from the minitter , it now ap- 
pcrteyned to the ſubſtance of his miniſtery , by whomeit wereuſur- 
ped, whether he that poſſefſed it were a Byſhop , or a high commilſ- 
fioner , or of ſome other place/chat which is without a thing may be 
changed without any ſubltanciall change of the thing it ſelf:elſe how 
can Mr.R.ſay that eycher the fun&ion of maſipreiſts , or of Popiſh 
Byſhops doe remaineſtill in England as of olde for ſubſtance,when 
ther is ſo great an alteration in that ſupreme power from whence 
ofrolde they were derived ? Theoffice of a king alſo,it remayneth 
the ſame for ſubſtance now,that it was in time of poperie , for the 
ſabſtantiall parts of it:yet one part therof was in thoſe times uſurped 
& pofſeſled by the pope,& is now reſtored to the crowne,viz:power 
over eccleliaiticall perſons,8 in eccleſiaſticall caujes.It cannot ther- 
fore be denied, but by the ſame reaſs, the parochial miniſtery ſhould 
abide thz ſame for ſubitance thatnow it is,thovgh that part which is 
now uſurped by Brfhgps ſhould be reſtored againe.So that Biſhops 
-being removed , whether that power of ruling ſhould be tranſlated 
unto ſome other officers,or ſetledin the miniſters as it ought,Mr.R. 
argument hath by neyther way any waight or force at all. 

3. Take avvay{ſayth he) the provinc: & dioceſan churches & prelats, 
the parechiall churches & miniſters , as partes of them,muſt {all alſo. As 
partes of them in deed they mult of necelſsitie fall : thar is, they mult 
ceaſeto be partes of them:but it doeth not therfore fullow,that any 
thing of theirinternall ſubſtance ſhould fall. The nationall church of 
England,& ſo the provincial & dioceſan did onceſtand members,or 
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with the prelacie,no reaſonable man wil therfor ſav thqt the ſubltan- 
ce of parochial churches ſhould be therin chaged. If ptxjudice could 
be ſet apart,the ſhallowneſle of this & the former yeaſons could not 
be hid from the cyes of him that framed.them. | 


—440 a.mayn obietion by Mr.R. urged , viz : that all parochial Se&-9- 
miniſters are ſubic& unto the ſpiritual iurifdition of prelats , an- 
ſwer was given,fir{t,that ſo are privat chriſtians ſubict unto 
the ſame jurifdic*: not onely in their charch actions whicir 

they performe with others in publick”, but alfo for perſonall & pri- 
vate opinions & behaviours: this ſubietion therfore doeth no more: 
hinder comunion with the one then with:the other,in things that are 
jane which anſwer Mr.R replieth nothing : but referrech unto 

is former book: where as good as nothing is to be found, If there- 

had bene a fit anſwer to be given , wee ſhould certainly eyther haue 
had ic repeated heere(for of repetition Mr,. R. is not ſo nice)or at 
leaſt the page quoted where wee might have found it, But in deed it 
is not poſsi Hh if meere ſubieCtion ro Biſhop» bee in it ſelf a ſuf- 
ficient barr againſt publick communivn,it mult alſo be held:ſi:ffieicr 
againſt ſuchprivat in & for which a man is alſo-ſubiect. 

The ſecond anſwer untothe forenamed vbicftion was that the 
greateſt part of the prelats juriſdiction is from the king derives 

C 2 unto- 


__ 
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unto thoſe that doe exerciſe the ſame , and therfore muſt of neceſsi- 

' tie be a civill power , ſuch as the king might as well performe by o- 
ther civill officers, as it is in the high commilſsion, The lawes ofthe 
landdoe ſo citerme it,8&c, In this Mr. R. infiltech much, as thinking 
no ſmall advantage to be given him,&therfore requireth of the rea- 
der wel toobſerve what heere is ſayd on both ſides.In which requeſt 
I ivigne with him:ſo that it be marked withall,thatI doe not under- 
take to jultifie the Byſhops wholl (tate, much lelle their proceedings, 

. but onely ſo far, that ſome ſubie&tion unto ſome. of their authoritie 
is notſinply unlawtull. 

Mr. R. plea (after his przamble ) ariſeth unto theſe z defenſes. x. 
The lavves doe no vyhere derive from the kings civill authoritie, the povrer 
of theBiſhops ſpiricual adminiftratios,but doe onely make the king an eſt 1+ 
bliſher & ur civilly of this powrer.2.T hough the lavves of the lad did 
eſteeme this iuriſdittion civill,yer it doeth not follovy that therfore it is ſuch 
in deed: becauſe they miſeſteeme diverſe things. z . That the prelats turiſdic- 
eion is yot civile , as appeareth playnly by 5 reaſons of him alledged. For 
the firſt of theſe, I appeal x. To the oth of the clergie to the king, 
cltabliſhed by a ſtatut law in the reign of king Henry 8.ex({tatin Mr. 
Fox p.961. Where the Byſhop ſweareth , that be knoynledgerh himſelf 
to bold his Biſhoprick of the king onely, 

- 2. Totheactthar was then made for the ſupremacie,wherin al 
turiſliFions belonging to the title of head of the church in Englad are give 
co the king,as it is in the ſame book p. 963.3. I appeal to the 5. Book 
of Sr Edward Cooks reportes,where he hewerh out of the law that 
Biſhops are the kings ſpirituall judges , their lawes his eccleſiaſticall 
lawes,their juriſdiction ſo dependit on him,that he may exempt any 
man from it,& grant the ſame alſo to whome he will. For the which 
purpoſe,he that deſireth may finde pleriful proofs in a book intitled, 
an aſſertion for church policie. Now wherasM.R.aledgeth,that the ſame 
uriſdiction eccleſiaſtical yyhich had been in uſe in popery , & a great part 
of the popiſh hierarchy vvas confirmed primo Elizabethe, he hath put an- 
other weapon in our hands for to wound his cauſe withall. For the 
very title of that ſtatute is, an ad reſtoring to the crovyne the ancient ju- 
riſdiftion over the ſtate eccleſiaſtical. And the whol houſe of commons 
haue ſo interpreted the meaning of that reſtauration which is _ 
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"made , that by vertue therof the king is inabled to give porver & juriſdic- 

tion ecclefiaſt call to any ſubie& borne , ſo if it pleaſe himall cauſes may bes 

faken from Byſhops & their officers,& given unco other men in every pariſh 

of England. This interpretation is foundin the bill of greivances pre- 

fented to the king by thoſe of the lower houſe an. 1610, Printcd in a 
book called a recorde of ſome vvorthy proceedings &c, 

That this or any other judgemec of the law is not infallible, I cafily 
admir,efpecially touching the quze'tion of lawfull or unlawfull, zood 
or evill, of which kind thoſe inttapces arc which Mr.R. chooſctl; in 

this place to appoſe, But 1,Secing that when we alledge the pariſhes 
to be ſeverall churches, 8 to be conſidered as they ſubli{t in their ſe- 
verall conditions, and the calling of mini(tersin many affembles co 
be grounded on the peoples choice &c. weehear it {till oppuſed 
with loud voyce,rhe lavves of the land allovy no ſuch things,they acknovr - 
ledge no ſuch matter 8&c. Was it not both tat & neccflarie then to dz- 
clare thejudgement of lawe? or can he with honettic rect the ſcn- 
tetice of lawe ſoltgtly now, whoe a litle before built all upon it, 2. 
"The queſtion is heere of a matter of fact, an41 the poſitive not mor- 
all nature of it , whether this authoritie commeth from the king or 
mo,not whether it bee every way good & laudablc{as is the contro- 
verſie abour croſfe,ffrplice & ſuch like abuſes which he mentionetÞ} 
and in ſuch acaſe if the the lawes fay yea , and thoſe that fubmit to 
them ſay alſo yea,Mr.R. mult pardon us,if his no be reicted, except 
his reaſons be paſsing (trong. | = 

His firft reaſon why this power is not civil is becauſe it is not coa Fire 
or bodily enforcing,but theBiſhop after excommuication can goe no firther 
except he procure a civill coattive proceſſe by vyritr olit of another court. F 
anſwer x, Thongh ithad no bodily enforcing at all annexed unto it 
yet it might be ecivill power. Bodily enforcing is out a penall ſanc- 
tion which commeth after the authoritiv or power civil.& may bee 
ſ-perated from it 2. It is therfore coactive or bodily enforcing , be- 
cauſe it may direQly require as due & by law belonging unto irfuch 
coactive py" ons by other office: s as Mr.R.him ſelf ſpeaketh of.So 
many Civill commiſsions & letters patent are granted to men which 
haue no authoritie ſeated in themſelves for forcing of me unto obe- 
dience , but haue authoritie to charge the conſtable or juſtice that! 

C 3 next 
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next i5 to ayd themin their affayres , which\authoritie of theirs net- 
withſtanding is civil,6 in that reſpect coactive, 

A ſecond reaſon is taken from the works of prelats juriſdiction, 
wyhich are for ſubſtance ( ſayth he ) the making of miniſters , & excommu- 
nicatig of offenders , vwvith their contraries & appurtenanees : wrhich are © 
not civil pyorkes,neyther can be performed by any civil magiſtrat, Where, 
if by can or may he underſtandcth ſuch right” as men haue for their 
dreedes by the Iaw or word of God,thcn I willingly grant that no ci- 
vil magiltrate may by his c:vill office performe thoſe workes of or- 
dination excommunication &c, Neyther can the Byſhop fo perfor - 
i.e them:hcerin corſiſteth that preſumpruons uſurpati6 wherof they 
a”c guily before God & man. Butifhe underſtandeth ſuch right or 
power as men have for thcir decdes by mans law , thenT avouch 
eat of the former grounds & teſtimonies of law,that any other civil 
magiſtrat may rec-yve authoritie of juriſdiction in thoſe cauſes as 
well as prelats. Which expericnce confirmeth de fatoin the high 
eommilsio,& foe other courts. Wherby it is manifeſt,that though 
theſe workes in their nature be ſpirituall, yet(thorovgh great abuſe) 
they are performed by civill anthoritie. Secondly Ianſwer,that theſe 
workes of ordination 8 excommunic.tion ryith t heir contraries & «p- 
pirtenarces are not the ſubſtance or in effe& the ryholl inriſdifion vybich 
Biſhops doe exerciſe in their provinces & dioces, though Mr. R. aftirme 
it againe & againe. For 1, The principall iuriſdi&tion which prelats 
haue is under the King to make certain rules canons or lawes for or- 
dering of certain cauſes comitted unto them 2. Thoſe cauſes are for 
a great part of them meerely civil,ſuch as by Guds law the civil ma- 
giltrat hath power to order, Of which king are the cavſes of matri- 
monie , of wills or teftaments & many circumſtances pertaynirg to 
the ſeverall churches within their precin&s. 3. Inhe very =. fle 
of ordination & excommunication , it is of ſubſtance to ſee that 
worthy mcn/be admitted & unworthy excluded. The formes of or- 
dination & excommunication uſurped by them , are corrupt appur- 
tenances to thoſe lawfull ations, & not the ſubſtance wherto all the 
re{t apperteyne. 

Neyther doeth Mr. R. agrce with kimſclfin making all the ſub- 
ftance of ſpirituall government tg conliſt in calling of miniſters ard 
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exerciſing of cenſures,or ordination & excommunication: ſeein g his 
opinion is that all this may be doen by the people , & yet in his for- 
mer book (p.26.) affirmeth governmentnotto belong to them, 
»wberin(fayth he) doeth che people govern as many pleaſe to reproach us? 
The hird argument is taken from th2 forme uſed in conſecration of 
Byſhops,vyherin no mention is made of civil autboritie , but onely of ſpiri- 
ml, Wherunto TI anſwer. r. That their epiſcopall juriſdiction over a 
ſpecial dioceſle or province is not expreſled in that conſecration:nor 
any thing of ſubſtances which is not conteyned in a parochiall mini- 
ſters ordination. Which is an argument chat che Byſhop recey veth 
not that iuriſdiction from him by whoſe hands he is conſeerated, bur 
from ſome other power,& that is from the king.2. It is not nece{{a- 
rie that words-&c formes of conſecration ſhovld agree in all pointes 
With the ſtate of a Byſhop. For a Byſhop in that ſtate & procceding 


which now is in uſe,is partly fiſh 8 partly fleſh,or ſuch a compound'p,,, ,_ | 


as were the feete of Nebuchadnetcſars image, that were part of yron 
& part of clay,which did not cleave on2 to the other:for ſois he,part 
of civillpower whichis of found mettall or yron,& part of ſpirituail 
uſurpation,like myrie clay. 

©. The. 4. Argument is vaynly built upon a ſuppoſition which for- 
merly was proved falſe,viz : that all the civil iurifdiftion which pre- 
lats haue,coſiſteth in their bcing privy councellers, high commilsio- 
ners,or juſtices of the peace, This therfor needeth no further anſwer, 
Onely let it be obſerved th :t Mr.R. in defendirg of the ſeparation,as 
well asI in oppoſing it , doerh wſtife ſome part of the avthoritic 


which Byſhops exerciſe in England,profeſs122 communion vyith it and Pag.5s 


ſuhmi{5ion unto it.The onely quaeſtion is, how much of thcir authori- 
tie is ſuch. Let preiudiciall inlinuations & groundlefle imputations 
therfore be layd afide,and that queltion onely diſcuſſed, 

The laſt argument is raiſcd from a forme of words ufed by the- 
Byſhops,in that they proceed in the name of God , & notin the kir gs 
name as all civile proceedings doe. WheruntoI anſwer, 1. Thata' 
ſound & convincing argument cannot be brought from words of 
forme & offece.If they ſhould change their (lile,& begin thcir actios 
in the king name I doubt whether Mr. R. wonld allow of that as ary 


| Krong reaſon for their civill authoritie,! 2, Many actions are perfor- 
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med with the ſame words of forme , as all wills or teſtaments &c: | 
which yet are no ſpiritual but civil deedes.So Henrie the fourth kirg 
of England began his.clayme to the crowne, In the name of God,amen, 
I Henrie of Lanc.&c:as it is in Mr.Foxe p.474.Yet was not any other 
then a civil claime. 3 I affirme thatit is an abuſe againſblawe,thar By- 
ſhops in their aCts of iuriſdiftion doe not uſe the Kings name : and 
therfore howſoever that the formal words be wanting,yet the thing 
it ſeIfis to bee underl{tood,viz: as Sr Ed. Cooke hath written , that 
howſoever the forme runueth 1m the Byſhops name,yetthe authori- | 

ti> is no cther but the kings, | 
i his L will ſhew by an inftance moſt pregnant. Byfhop Farrarin 
k'r g Edwards days, being trovbled & vexed by evilWillershad(amG6- 
& ir other hole 2 articles obicted agaynlt him as deſerving depri- 
varion x1.that he appoyntcd his Chancelour by his letters of commiſ- 
ſion, omitting the kiugs mateſlies ſtile & authoritie.&c. 5, Item he hath 
coinmonly made his collations & iuſtitutions , as he did bis firſt 
commiſcion,in his oprne name &' authoritie ypithout expreſsing the kings 
fupremacie, To the firlt, the Byſhops anſwer was,that what formali- 
ries ſoeyer be wanting in his commiſsion,yet' the kings maieſtics ſti- 
le & authoritie was fully ſet forth inthe ſame commiſsion. Neyther 
did the ſayd chancelcur offer to vifit but in the kings name & authoritie, to 
the fiyd Biſhop commirted.To the fifth he ſayth, that the ſayd defendit 
made his collations & iu{litutions in his owne name , not by his oyyne 
authoritie,nor by any ethers .fave onely the kings authoritie, iccording as 
he hath declared in his firſt article , expreſsing in them the kings ſa- 
premacic with the Byſhops owne name & feale of offi e,as he ought 
to doe accordingto tke proviſion of the kings ſtatute in ſuch a caſe, 
See Mr, Foxe p.1405.1406.1n which oneplea,we have the authori- 
tie of{tatute,the fentence of lawyers &iudges , with the confeſsion 
& practiſe of prelats themſelyes, for the kings name & authoritie to 

_ givelifeunto their cure 

Heere it muſt be obſerved , that this accuſation & anſwer of B, 
Farrar was grounded immediatly on a ſtatute made the firſt of Ed- 
ward 6, wherin it was enacted, that the Byſhop,ſhould make their pro- 
ces &f vyritinges in the kings name , and that theyr ſeales ſhould be the 
Kings armes, Which at was but an appendix declaring & adding for- 
| me 
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me to that ſtatute of ſupremacie made in Henry 8 hisdayes,wherby 
- eccleſiatticall juriſdiction was annexed to. the crowne ſo as. all By- 
ſhops wereto'fech it from thence. Now thoughthat aCtof kin 
Edward was repealed in Quzere Maries time,and not ſince us, | 
yet thatdoeth.declare the meaning of the former ſtatute of Henrie 8. 
to be ſuch as hath been ſayd : which ſtatute is now in force, How- 
ſoever , the Byſhops haue(undoubtedly)the ſame kind of ſtate which 
they hadin the days of king Edw.If therfore they were ths civil offi- 
cers,proceedin by the kings authoritie,they arc alfo now ſuch,viz : . 
of civil nature for their ſtate,deriving their iurifdiction fro the king , 

_ . though they proceednot in his naine ſo formaly as in king Edwards 
| days they did,& now in reaſon they ſhould, h 


$ 4 


[Tas nauch for that obiection touching ſpiritual ſubietion.Con- Sef.z0g 
" which,I found nothing further directly perteyning unto 
the purpoſe , except one paſſage whichI found p. 30. Where theſe 
words are,they »yho chus diſclaym in vvord the Byſhops governement,con- 
feſſe themſetvss therin to be,under no ſpirituall- externall government at all, 
& ſo be lavvles perſons &, inordinate vvalkers &c., This becauſe it ſoun- 
ded as a dangerous & deepe charge , enſuing upon that former de- 
fenſe which Was made , that good miniſters are no branches of the 
prelacie nor neceſſarily at, AAP on them as ſpiritual. officers , I 


4 


thought.it needfull to givz.anſwer unto it.  - ', --- 

; My anſwer therfore did confiltin theſe 3 branches, x. . That 
ther was no ſuch want of ſpirituall governement in the miniſters 
which governe the:n(elves well, as coul+bc aiuſt barr t againſt all 
communion with then : ſeeing privat men living inthe ſame want, 
may. well be communicated wich.2-That they are ſubie&t unto-ſome 
ſpirituall governement. And z. That for that want of government 
which they.are in , they are no morelawlefſe walkers or inordinate 
walkers then Mr. R. himſelfis , whoe is not ſubie&&to any other 
fpirituall government then they are except he will ſay that the people 
governehim, which he counteth ro-be a reprache, Now letus hear 
what replic he maketh.. - _. — | 

x. Hepleadeth,that he did not infer this exception upon the for- 
mer ground,But let that paſſage of his vook be wayed p.29.30.And 
| it 
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' it will be found that ag un t his alleg tion of the parochiall mini. 
ſters being a branch of the pr-lacie,this was one defenſe , ehar they || - 


are not ſuvtetto their government, wihhtrapon this inference followeth, 
that then they are inordin ute voalkers & lapyles perſons, Which is the 


very ſame order of inference chatT obſerved. 2.H: fayth ic vv. not al- 


ledged to prove com nunon alavyfull vvith them,but as a reproof 8&c.But 


| ſeeing the main reaſ»n- was tor unlawfalneils of communion becau- 


ſeof their branching out of prelacie , and the allegation nothing but 
an eſtabliſhing of that reaſon by removall of one principall detenſe 
ſuppoſed to be broughc for it,it mult of neceſsitie ten4 unto the fa- 
me end2,of barring from all communion. And in deed , ifit were 
not a flander, it were,none of the weakelt arguments which he hath 
alledged. | 
'3. Heaffirmeth che x. and 2. Anſovver to be beſide the purpoſe be- 
eauſe they ſpeak onely of perſonall , or civill , or elſe a more generall kind of 
government then he intended , vyhoe ſpake onely of outvvard guidance and 
ordering of the church in her ports dffaires, in vyhich reſpe&# he affir- 
meth all in the parriſh aſſemblies ro 'belavyl:ſe perſons,if they be not under 


_ the prelates juriſdition ſpiritual, WhertoT anſwer x. That ſuch good 
ally to 


overnmet as he granteth theſe me perſonally ,civilly , & gener 
be ruled lawfully & religiouſly by (for all this he denicth not) is mo- 
rethen ſufficient to remove from them that imputation of lawlciſe 
& inordinate walkers , which he withont law or limit had cait upon 
them. And for this purpoſe were thoſe x & 2 anſwers oppoſed. Ney- 
ther yet can it be with any truth affirmed , that in that (tric accep- 


tion of government the former imputation doeth cleave unto all in (_ 
all aſſemblies. Are there nonevin any aſſemblies that are any wav in 1- * 


ny meaſure guided & ordered by their miniiters in publique affii cs? 
what not in thoſe prayers wherin they goe before the people and di- 
rect chem in their ſupplicati6s by a ſpecial gift of prayer? is there no 
guidance & ordering by the preaching of the wordAſurely this accu- 
ſatis may in no ſenſe be excuſed fr&overlaſhing.Laſtly it is alledged 
that this,vot beeing ſubie.co government is miſapplie by me unto mini« 
fters,vphe he ſpake it of the prople,as is evidet by his re ly, Wherazindeed 
the c6trarie may better be gathered out of the abc "4 For therin (p. 


30.)he ſpeaketh firlt in general termesexcluding none: & after __ | 
”. £ take 


F” 


_ tim s in that one ſide of a leaf, The truth is, he findeth himclt rouce 
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take in the mJniſters in ſpecial,expreſlely naming them no lefle the 6 


—__——— — ep ow 


hed , not with a touch of wit (ag he terweth it) but witha glance of 
his owne tourg:and therfurc hath now tohelpthat,changed the ters , 
me of ſpirituall government into another of the poyrer of Chriſt for the 
cerſures,and becauſe he docth not acknowledge himſelf to be under 
any externall ſpiritual government, yet under the power of cenfures, 
he is,therfore the want of this in miniſters & people he choſeth now 
to impute for a lawleſle & inordinateſtate p,19 As if this power of - 
ccenſuring were ſucha thing as every want therof were a ſufficient 
cauſe of ſo deepe a cenſure : and this were not rather an audacious 
& abuſive ſtrayning of the apoſtles phraze , applijng that unto moſt 
godly men which he ſpake of the ſcandalous. Or as if all power of 
cenſuring in any degree were wanting becauſe the liberty of procee— 
ding is in a great partreſtreyned. But thus much for this obiection: - 
and ſo for the juſtification of ſome publike communion to belawful 
i England. | 


yethnd in M.R.book, directly conchding againſt al publick 
communion. Yet-becauſe ther be 2 other obieCtions:, which 
by ſome might. be thought to perteyne unto Ned pur- 


T thinges hitherto diſcuſſed were all thatI could or can $8. 1.” 


poſe,viz:that all are urged ro communion by penall flarutes,jand that a ſes IF 
forme of prayer is appointed , I addcd therfore concerning theithis: 
anſwer following, What fault ſocver way be found with them, they” . 
lie not ſo in the way,-as that they ſhould hinder from all commoni@: |} "ef: A! 
publick,ſceing there are many exerciſes of religion,” wherin none are ( $a tw 
preſent by conſtraint , & where the ſervice book doeth not fomuch ', *, |: 
as appear. As by name Mr, Perkins his exercife was,where Mr.R. | 0.9 oF # 
hath often been, and at whoſe ſucccfiors he hath once becn ſince he kg 1? | 
profciſed ſeperation , wherofI am pcrſwadce alſo he decth not yet | ygyus | 
repent, Further to reaſon about them is beſide the purpoſe of my | - "A if 
writing:and in deed needlcfſe,ſeeing the accuſer hath anſwered him» — | 
ſelf in the one,p.g.Whe he grateth that the reformed chorches genes * {| 
rally uſe a ſtint forme of prayer,with wk yet be wil not refuſe al pu». 
Þlick comunion;& makelike anſwer ro the other,out of the lawes of | 
: | D 2 Geneva | 
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Geneva , where he ſhall find like ſtrineſle to be uſed toward all the 

inhabitants of that citie , though he hath unadviſedly denied it in his 

ſo large afſertion of our aſſzmblies difference therin from all trye 

churches in the world” This anſwer of mine I was forced to repeat, 
that the reader may ſee how Mr.R. (being putt as it ſeemeth to hard 
ſhifts) hath miſerablie mangled the ſame without giving any anſwer 
directly to the purpoſe. 

x. Hebringeth in my firſt anſwer thus , he neyther purpoſeth nor 
thinks it needfull to deal about theſe thinges,ſeeing there are many exerciſes 
of religion vyhere none are preſens by,conflraynt &c. Was this my anſwer 
why docth he leave out that wherin themayn queſtion conſiſteth, 
& wherupon all that followeth dependerh? viz : chat choſe thingy doe 
not binder from-al communion publick. For this that reaſon was brought 
which he mentioneth : and not for that wherunto he pleaſerh to ap- 
plic ir.Great diſtance ther was in my writing betwixt thoſe words 
which he patcheth together. 

Neyther was it my ſaying , that I had nopurpoſe todeal about 
thoſe thinges at all , but not furcher thenT had anſwered before, 
this i & patching confoundeth all. 

2, He chargeth me with changing che ſtate of the queſtion after my 
exill cuftome,vvhich is not (ſayth he)abourt mens being preſent by confireynt 
at the exerciſes of religion, but of churches gathered by confireyne of al the 
profane pariſhioners vvith the other bandfull. But whar goodnefle is in 
this cuſtome,to paſſe by the wholl quzſtion in hand,and then ro mo- 
ve controverſie about other matters ? the ſtate of our queſtion tho- 
rougout this diſpute,js,whether all publick communis im the parriſh 
aſſemblies of England be unlawfull or no?the obieRion in this place 
was that allareurged tocommunion by penall ſtatutes. For arſwer 
of whichIſayd that ther be many exerciſes ofreligion publick, where 
none are preſent by vertue of ſuch conſtreynt , & therfore ſuch con- 
ſtreynt could not hinder from all communion,thovgh it might from 
ſome.Could any thing be more direct 8 prefle ro the matter in hid? 
Take we in alfo that which he ſayth our queſtion is about ; chat 
churches are gatbered by conſtreynt of all the profane parſhioners vvith the 
other handfull,what advantage hath he by it?nothing ar all , but onely 
that his charirie 6 moderationis therby made knowen,For z.The- 
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rebs many parriſhes in England which are but a handfull in all , & 
diverſe of them conſiſting onely of a familie two or three , having 
none inthem that are profane. Diverſe alſo there are more populous 
. which haue more then a handfull of ſach in them as no holy man ha- 
ving bridle of his tongue can cal profane, 

2. Though lawes dve urge unto ſuch commnnion,yet it cannot be 
reaſ6ably gathered that al which practiſe accordingly are c6ſtreyned 
unto it:zexcept Mr. R, will fay that all men which live orderly with 
their wives & children &ablteyne from murder,treaſon,8 ſuch like 
offences,doe it by con(treynt, becauſe lawes doe require & urge the 
ſame under great paynes .3 . Though all were gathered into chur- 
ches by conftreynt , yer that c-nſtreynt apperteyneth not unto thoſe 
exerciſes of religion , where none are preſent but of their voluntary 
mind. He ſhould haue given a mad anſwer, that being deſired to hear 
Mr.Perkins , ſhould haue denied uponthis ground, becauſe that pa- 
riſh church where he onely taught(for a member of it a leng time he 
was not) was gathered by conſtreynt , when none came to hear him 
by any conitreynt , & of that parriſh few or none to ſpeak of were 
preſent.By all which we ſee, that this argumentthough framed thus 
as Mr.R, would haue it,concludeth nothing againſt al publick com- 
munion in England. | 

3. For that which Iby the way onely remembred,that he himſelf , 
was once at a ſermonin that aſſembly ſince he profeſſed ſeparation, | 
as he had bene at many of Mr.Perkinſes before,he anſwereth.ic yyas | 
neyther pertinently nor truly obiefted: becauſe at that time he diſputed one- | 
ly for ſeperation,but had not profeſſed it. 

Pradtiſed it in deed he had notinthat ſetled manner which ſince 
he hath:but by report of ſome that had ſpeach with him,he declared { 
then to one of his acquaintice, that he had been amogeſt ſome com- 
pany of the ſeperation before his comming to Camb : & exerciſing 'N 
amongelt them-had renounced his former miniſtery. That is enough \* 
for the truth of what was affirmed. The pertinencie of it conſiſteth 
in this , that he having ſo often 6 ſo lately been at that exerciſe of \ 
Mr.Perkins & his ſucceſſors cannot but know that there was no c6s« /, 

ſtreynt nor ſervice-book that had any place orpartin it . Itis 


pertinent alſo by the way to know whether aps na repent = 
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for hearing Mr.Perkins ? or whether he doeth reckon it among his 


offences againſt God ? The hiltoricall narration which upon this * - 


eccaſion he interpoſeth,I paſle over as remote from the argument in. 


| hand. 


! 


4. He acknowledgeth that for the very uſe of aſet forme of pra- 
yer he will not ſeperate from a true chnrchin things lawfull : But 
roany differences he findeth betwixt the ſet formes of other churches 
& that which is uſed in England, even ſo many as make the ſervice- 
book 4 hatefull Idol advanced above all that is called God. The temper 
of which ſpeachT leaue to be conſidered of himfelt & others. My 
argument is granted; viz : that a ſet forme of prayer in it ſelf jsnot 
a lufficient cauſe of denjjng all publick communion. Let the manner 
of impoling be as hatcfull as Mr.R.would make it : yet in thoſe aCti- 
ons where it is not uſed, nor yet impoſed , as in that exerciſe of Mr, 
Perkins with other like,that infetion is conveyed by itI cannot poſ- 
fibly conceyve. i defire a freind to hear with me a ſermon preached 
by a godly man ,, where he ſhall neyther ſee nor hear any thing elſe 
beſide the ſerman,6e ſuch prayers as velong unto it; wil any ſenſe al- 


' low him toanſwer,nolI dare not, theris an idol impoſed under the 


name of ſervice ? Surely I ſhould think he wanted ſteep that would 
ſpeak ſo idly. 
5. Fot theſtateof Geneva , whoſe lawes doe require church 
eommunion of all the inhabitants of that citie , he ſeeketh as before 
to find ſome differences betwixt thar & England: but granterh in the 
mean time, that ifa (tate for pulitick reſpects expell out of their ter- 
ritories ſuch as will not ivign in church communion , that kind of 
compuliion docth not make their communion unlawfull. Meer in- 
junction of law therfore though it be generall for all doeth not ma- 
ke all publick communis unlaw tull.Eſpecially in ſuch ations where 
it is manifett that none doe communicate but voluntarily. This is all 
that I mainteyned, Which becing granted by Mr.R. with ſome 0- 
ther of my demands , and the reſt oppoſed with ſo ſlender defences 
as we haue now ſhewed;I doc not find fault with the title of his wri- 
ting as he dogeth with mine,but acknowledge it to be atrue manumiſ- 
fon that is aſetting free or a free grant of what was by me propoun- 
dced:for other ufuall meaning of that title I doe not m— 
: ow 
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ry thing that Mr. R. may obiect againitt the'ttate of our aſ- 
ſemblics , and therfore might without praiudice negle&., 
that addition which he hath annexed unto his anſwer , voy 
leaſt any ſhould think ſome unanſwerable reaſons to be contcyned 
in the ſame maintenance of his ſeparation , I will breifly 8 plainly 
declare whatT chink in all the particulars of ir. He undertakes to ſet 
downe , what thinges ate of abſolute neceſitie for a true ordinary 
church-officer & minitter of Chriſt,reducing the ſameunto 4 heads, 
A cruse vilible church,a fitperſon,a lawfull office, and a right calling. 
About the formolt of theſe,he moveth 4 queitions, x. Hovy rhe 
minifters of England can be true minifters,not being made & ordeyned ſuch 
in & to any particular church ? I anſ: making & ordcyning are two 
thing2s , he may be a miniſter that is not formally ordeyned in the 


church, Thereis a making of minitters in 8 co particular churches 


N Ow thoughT haue not undertaken to give anſwer unto eve- Sec.12. 


in England, when they are called in 8 to ſuch churches, 

2. Hovy many & which of the parriſh churches conſiſt of a people ſe- 
parated out from the vvorld ? How many ſuch ther arein England , I 
cannot tell, becauſeI haue nv ſufficient intelligence , wherby to in- 

. forme my ſelf ctherin.But divers atlcmblics ther are,twell knowen to 
ſuch as are not willfully ignorant , which are ſo far at the leaſt ſepe- 
rated fron the world as is ofabſolute necefsitie to the being of a 
true church.Perfect ſeperation is not of that nature. As for the mix- 
turein dioces &c., It is(as formerly hath been ſhewedc)a civil com- 
tination, 

3. Hvvy the'true forme of 4 church can be found in any parriſh church 
of the land, vrbich is not any particular a& , diſpoſition or relation,but( 4s 
he conceaveth) a publick orderly covenant & union of a particular aſſembly, 
hy vvhich it hath in it ſelf entire right to Chriſt & to all the meanes of en- 


joying him? © n 
©... Wherin. r: -It is to be obſerved,that it is not a very eaſy thing to 
diſcerne of this forme of a church: for. this man that hath labored ſo 
long about the ſearch of 1t, &that with more abilities & helpes then 
ordinary chriſtians. can atteyne unto , yet ſpeaketh ſomething doubt 

fully or fearfully concerning the matter,as I conceave it.can be no _ 

| enen - 
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hen this. Me thinke then that charitie ſhould teach him 8& others 
more ſparingly to cenſure 8& condemne thoſe afſemblies which doe 
not praCtiſe this forme rin 1 they ſhould: ſeeing difficultie of 
diſcerning. a duty doethalway leſſen-the fault of him chat omitreth 
it. 

2. That which now he giveth for his opinion concerning this form 
hath a manifeſt contradiction in it, & therfore cannot be right. He 
{ayth chat this forme is no particular at,diſpoſition,or relation: & yet 

t iz a publick orderly covenant & union. A covenant &union mult be 

taken eyther for the act of covenanting & uniting , &thenitis an 
at; or for the ſtate ariſing from that act of obligation , which is no- 
thing elſe but the relation thoſe perſons obliged haue one to another 
& ſoit is a relation , or elſe for the thing te which they are obliged, 
or the {igne therof,8& ſo it may be eyther an act , or a diſpoſition , or 
ſome other good. All theſe fignifications of the word covenantF 
tindin ſcripture & uſe of ſpeach:any other beſide theſe , I doe not un- 

. derſtand.If Mr.R. had another meaning', he ſhould haue doen well 
to have expreſſed it better:the poynt eſpecially being of ſuch momer. 
The things covenanted or the ſigne he cannot meane : for theſe are 
not conſtantly reſydeing in the vyhole & all the parts therof , whichis a 
condition of this forme by him required:ſome a& or relationtherfo-. 
re he mult needs underſtand, gainſaying one part of the ſentence by 
the other. z,. The truth is ,this forme inſtrict & accurate meaning 
mult needs be ſome relation by Mr.R. his owne reafon.For nothing 
beſide a relation can poſsiblie reſyde aQually one & the ſame and.at 
all times in a whole companie-of men , and in all the parts of that 
companie,. v 

4. Wheras he calleth this forme an orderly covenant, his words: 
are doubtfull at th8eaſt. For there be many degrees of orderly pro- 
ceeding in buſineſſes publick as wel as private:and every circumſtan-- 
ce of order doeth not apperteyne(as abſolutely neceſſary)to the con» 
ſtituting forme of a true church. | | 

Now tor the declaring of the trueth concerning this matter,Ipro 
pound to be conſidered this breif demonſtration, A viſible church 
mult not be conſideredas a ſimple effe&, ariſing of meer matter & 
forme,as Mr.R docth ſpeak of it:Bux as a whole or compound con-: . 
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ting of partes or members : fo that the members maſt conreynein 
themſelves all the eſſential] both marrer & formealſo , which make 
the wholle by compaRting or uniting themſelves in one. Chriſtian 
men being the called of God, haue in them both matter & forme ef- 
ſenziall for making of a viſible charch,elfſe could they nor giue eflerr- 
ce ar being to the church,for nothing can give that which ic hath 
hot. Now choſe members combining themſelves into one body as 
they areſuchi, doe-make or rather are atually a trac viſible church, 
all body not continued , bur by aggregation: which inte- 
gralchur-h as it is fuch,hack for the confticecing forme rhat relation 
which ariſcth ourefithe combination of all rhe members: and ſo dif- 
froth. not efſtncially from all the members:compatted , bur onely in 
—— for the wel being of icin exercifing 
thoſe apcratiens which belong untoir & wherunto irferverh., muſt 
beceme.as we ſay organicall having members of diverfe rankes ,ſo- 
rac as. head, mouth 6 cyes;the paſtor, teachers, @& dders,ſome as hids, 
the docrons & belpers |: , wherapon ariſech another retation /& forme 
of accidental perfedtion,in ſtare of government:which is cSplete or 
incomplete - , Freely exercifing thepower granted by Chritt to his 
chuech,or clſc reſtreyncd or defective therin, Ont of all this my an - 
Gwer is,that the efſentiall forme of a viſible chmarclris the covenant of 
God,or truc fayth made viſible by profeſsion. ; the notes & markes 
wherofare the word 8% ſacraments rightly admimiſtred 8& recey- 
ved, with fruights of abedience., The integral conſtruting forme is 
"that ſtate, relation or reference which a congregation of ſuch pro» 
flares hane one toanother by vertue of rheir ſerled combination, 
the note or mark wherofis their uſuall afſembling into one place & 
watching one over another. ' ; | 
The organicall a&ive forme is thar ftate of order wherin officers 
Br {hand one to the other , the note of which is direQtion & 
ſubmiſsion. Now to thepoynr , ſo'many parriſh afſemblies of 
good chriftians in them, uri- 
i 


land as baye.any competent number of 
ted together for to worſbip God — in oneſocietic , fo many 
1 & integrall forme of a viſible church: and all rhey ha« 
ve-entyre right to Chriſt & to all the meanes.of enioying himz How- 

Gover they are OO IEEE & im the 
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The 4 and laſt quzſtion propounded by Mr. R. concetning the 
church is , hovy parriſh aſſemblies being partes of dioceſan falſe churches, 
can any more be reputed true churches,then could a particular Tevviſh ſyna- 
' gogue be ſo reputed,vybich ſhould hane made it ſelf an entyre & independee 
body in reſpe& of the national church & temple?T o whichTanſwer,thae 
theris not the like reaſon, For parriſh aſſemblies are not ſpirituall 
parts of a dioceſan ſpirituall church : | but entyre fſpirituall bodies 
though civilly combined into a dioceſan government: Neyther is the 
principall worſhip performed at the cathedrall church” avit was in. 
the temple,but in the parriſh afſemblies themſelves; -. ._... - .. .. 
- In the ſecond head,ther is but one quzſti6amoved ; that is,yherber 
a ms fitted & inwardly called to the miniftery being perſyvaded in bir hears 
that alavyfvll outyrard calling, @& vyithcut fir in the enterance & continuas 
ce Can not be had in the church ofEngland'', wrhether ſuch a man be not 
bound in conſcience to ſeek aut & procure another church 8c, T anf,' x; 
That inward calling is not ordinarily to be builtupon; without-fome 
outward approbation docth confirme it. :2,” Alawfull outward cal» 
ling is had & enioyed in many churches ofEngland. 3. - He that 
cannot enter in one place without ſin;6 yet hath his heart ſo fully ſer 
unto the miniſtery that he cannot haue peace without that fun&tion 
ought as I think to take any good occaſion of removing; into- fome 
other place of more freedome. B If, | 
To the demands in the 3 & 4 head, I have anſwered before ,” that 
- preaching 1s neceſ{arily required bythe natur of a miniſters office in 
England ; ſome ruling is exerciſed by thoſe that make conſcience of 
Shels duty ; and unto this fur ion menare not called meerely by the 
- prelat, : 
: Theſe 4 conditions therfore ſo farr as they are of abſolute neceſsi- 
tie for a true ordinary minifter of Chriſt, are manifeſtly to be found 
in many-aſſemblies-of England; Which alſo Mr.R.in a Teannerigran- 
.teth , in confeſsing that . car are to befound in the parochiall miniſtery 
. men-apt to teach, unreproveable iti couverſation , having an'iinpvard calling 
. from God , that is , a boly diſpoſition & deſire to adminifter the goſpel of 
-. Chriſt co the glory of God &.furtherance.s f mas ſalyation.For this is the 
acondition which he acknowledgeth tobe found in the parochial 
5 Muu» 
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miniſtery.And can any charitable & xquall minde receyve intoit ſelf 
this thought,that ſo many me of ſo good knowledg, & ſyncere con-_ 
ſciencc ſhould beſo far forſaken of God,all the time of their life,and 
that one generati6 after another,as not onely to c6tinue inBabilonas 
members of Antichriſt but to bow downe ordinarily 6 give ſpiritual 
honour to ſo many hatefull idols exalted above all that is called God, 
as theſe men doe telus of in the Engliſh aſſemblies?or if Mr.R, did in- 
wardly beleeve that they lived in Sch contineall practiſe of idolatrie 
as he doeth in words accuſe them of , would he account them unre 
proveable .nen in their converſation, without any exception annexed ? I 
fay no more , but God grant me that comfort which many of them 
have Lad in their unreproveablenes, and more to Mr. R. then he can 
poſsiblie finde in ſu kind of reproving or rather ſlandering of 


them. Amen, | 


